Branch II.]                             SPINOZA.                                   313
indeed reappears even in the definition (already cited) of 'mode,' where it is said, 'Substance and modes make up all that exists.' It seems at first strange that, after introducing the subaltern genus, attribute, Spinoza should revert to the practice of referring its species to the highest genus. The reason is, that of no attribute do the modes ever constitute individual things, but only their qualities or phenomena; e.g. shape and motion, of extension, perception and reasoning, of thinking; so that the things themselves, combining both within their essence, cannot be ranged under either, but only under substance, which also has them both. The other mark which the definition affixes upon 'mode,' viz. that it is not conceivable in se but in alio, places it, however, in direct relation to attribute, as the genus by which it is understood; extension, for example, being the aliud in which shape lies ; and thinking, the aliud on which perception introduces its differentia. Observe also that, when you pair together ' substance and modes,' the relation between the members is not the same as between the two members of the other pair, ' attribute and modes.' In the latter case, it is of the attribute that the modes are varieties; in the former, it is not of substance that the modes are varieties : you can predicate thinking of perception, you can predicate extension of shape ; but you cannot predicate substance of man. He is a mode of each of its attributes, and not of itself; so that, after all, you carmot tack on the word 4 modes' immediately to 6 substance,' without a subauditur of attribute to complete the meaning of the phrase.
In descending from substance to attribute we have not yet quitted the region of the eternal and infinite. And since out of the eternal and infinite nothing can follow by necessity of nature except what is eternal and infinite, the modes deduced from the nature of extension and thinking must no less be eternal than the properties which are involved in the essence of a geometrical figure. The same principle, however, must hold, it would seem, at the next step of reasoning ; so that the sub-deducible still detains us among eternal